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DETAILED ACTION 

a. This action is taken to response to Request for Continued Examination filed on 
10/22/2008. 

b. Claims 12-13 and 17 are pending in this Office Action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims 
was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point 
out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time 
a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



Claims 12-13 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bays et al. (US Patent 6,519,603, hereinafter "Bays") in view of Wynblatt et al. (US Patent 
6,871,318). 
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As to claim 12, Bays discloses a method of creating annotations for a plurality of 
different type data objects manipulated by user (Figs. 4-5, col. 2, lines 13-21, col. 5, lines 31- 
33), comprising: 

receiving, from the user, a selected role in which the user has chosen to act (Fig. 3A, col. 
3, lines 5-34, col. 8, lines 29-30, select a context [role]); 

receiving a request from one of the applications to create an annotation for a data object 
(Figs. 3A, 4), wherein the data object is identified by a set of identifying parameters (Fig. 3A, 
col. 2, lines 29-37, col. 3, lines 48-58, the type of annotatable data item is identified, such as 
rows of table x, or cell in a spreadsheet); 

presenting, to the user, a plurality of annotation structures based on the selected role and 
the set of identifying parameters (Figs. 2, 4, col. 5, lines 25-31, col. 8, lines 27-35, col. 9, lines 
43-45), wherein each annotation structure defines one or more annotation fields (Figs. 2, 4, col. 
2, lines 38-46, col. 7, lines 43-55), ; 

receiving, from the user, a selection of one of the plurality of annotation structures (Figs. 
3A/3B, 6, col. 2, line 47 to col. 3, line 4); 

generating a graphical user interface allowing entry of the one or more annotation fields 
(Figs. 2, 4, col. 7, lines 9-14, lines 51-55); 

creating an annotation record, via the graphical user interface, for the one or more 
annotation fields (Fig. 1A, item 20, col. 6, lines 35-36, col. 7, lines 43-55, col. 8, lines 4-26). 

Bays does not explicitly disclose creating an index based on the set of identifying 
parameters and creating an annotation record comprising the index. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/600,0 1 4 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2166 

Wynblatt discloses creating an index based on the set of identifying parameters and 
creating an annotation record comprising the index (Figs. 3-5, col. 4, lines 2-15, col. 5, lines 49- 
67, The annotation file entry is indexed by the unique ID of each document included within the 
annotation. These IDs can be extracted directly from the NEW DOCUMENT events in the 
annotation file). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to combine Bays and Wynblatt because both references are related to annotation 
management, and by including indexing annotation with document ID as disclosed in Wynblatt, 
to provide dynamic annotation and hyperlinks to existing annotation (Wynblatt, col. 2, lines 43- 
52, col. 4, lines 32-34). It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to index annotation based on the data item to be annotated. 

As to claim 13, Bays discloses the method of claim 12, further comprising storing the 
annotation record in an annotation store separate from the annotated data object (annotation 
store, Figures 1 and 3, column 7, lines 28-39, annotations are stored in a separate database 20). 

As to claim 17, Bays discloses the method of claim 12, further comprising generating a 
graphical user interface for displaying the annotation information, wherein the annotation 
information presented to the user in the graphical user interface is dependent on the selected role 
(Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 10-14, col. 7, lines 9-14, col. 8, lines 27-35, col. 9, lines 47-49). 



Response to Amendment and Remarks 
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Applicant's remarks have been fully and carefully considered. 

Applicant argues that Bays does not disclose presenting, to the user, a plurality of 
annotation structures based on the selected role and the set of identifying parameters , wherein 
each annotation structure defines one or more annotation input fields. Neither Figure 2, Figure 4, 
Column 5: Lines 25-31, Column 8: Lines 27- 35, or Column 9: Lines 43-45 of Bays disclose that 
the plurality of annotation structures presented to the user are based on the index or object 
identifiers such as a relational table or spreadsheet, a row within the table, a cell within the table, 
and the like. In fact, Applicants submit that the annotation structures presented to the user in 
Bays are not based on the index or object identifiers in any way. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Bays describes "annotations with a generic structure or a more specific structure, where 
the structure can depend on the nature of the data being annotated and the context of the author 
of the annotation ", (see Bays col. 5, lines 25-31). 

Bays further discloses "An annotatable data item (i.e. the subsection of database material 
that can be annotated) is any entity referenced by an index (e.g. by an object identifier) or any 
attribute or subcomponent of such an entity, or any arbitrary set of such items. Examples include 
a table such as a relational table or spreadsheet, a view such as a relational view, a row within a 
table, a cell within a table (i.e. the intersection of a column and a row), a column within a table, 
an object, an attribute of an object, a set of rows or columns from one table, or a set of rows from 
different tables.", (see Bays, col. 2, lines 16-29). 

Examiner has interpreted the above disclosure such that an annotatable item referenced 
by an index, e.g. a cell within a table (i.e. the intersection of a column and a row) as refers to 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/600,0 1 4 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2166 

Applicant's specification pages 2-3, paragraph [0006]: ... parameters (location, table, row, and 
column) is an annotation structure (e.g. annotatable item) based on (e.g. referenced by) a set of 
identifying parameters (e.g. a column and a row). 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shew-Fen Lin whose telephone number is 571-272-2672. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Shew-FenLin/S. L./ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2 1 66 
January 13, 2009 

/Hosain T Alam/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2166 



